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Response to Amendment 

1 . This office action is responsive to amendment filed on August 1 1 , 2008. 
Claims 1 - 20 are pending examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1 - 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Pearson et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,990,591 (referred to hereafter as Pearson). In view of 
Krumel U.S. Patent No. 7, 013, 482. 

As to claim 1, Pearson teaches a material content setting adjustment system 
comprising: 

at least one computer (see fig. 1 , Pearson discloses a computer connected to a 
network); 

at least one interface mode facilitating communication between said at least one 
computer and a network (see fig. 1 , Pearson discloses a computer connected to a 
network); 
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at least one interface mode adjustment having a plurality of operating mode 
positions (see col. 10 lines 52 - 63 and fig. 4A and 4B, Pearson discloses a user 
interface displaying set policies of different modes or levels of communication); and 

a controller coupled to said at least one interface mode adjustment and 
selectively determining passage of material content between said at least one computer 
and said at least one interface in response to position of said at least one interface 
mode adjustment wherein the at least one interface mode adjustment is dedicated for 
use with the controller to selectively determine passage of material content (see col. 10 
line 2 - col. 1 1 line 20, Pearson discloses a user selectable buttons which determine 
multiple level of communication security) . 

Pearson teaches the invention as mentioned above. Pearson does not explicitly 
teach the physical switch having a plurality of operating mode. However in the same 
endeavor, Krumel teaches a method and system for firewall/data protection filtering data 
packet, krumel teaches employing network devices that are configured and or 
reconfigured with relatively simple toggles or other physical switches. It would have 
been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art a the time of invention to include a 
physical switch as disclosed by krumel in Person's invention to remove the requirement 
for a user to be trained in sophisticated computer and network configuration (see krumel 
col. 2 line 60 - col. 3 line 20). 
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As to claim 2, Pearson teaches a system as in claim 1 wherein said at least one 
interface is an interface selected from at least one of a gateway, a hub, a high-speed 
communication interface, and a router (see col.6, lines 5 - 20). 

As to claim 3, Pearson teaches a system as in claim 1 wherein said controller is 
contained at least partially within said at least one computer (see figs 4A and 4B). 

As to claim 4, Pearson teaches a system as in claim 1 wherein said controller is 
contained at least partially within said at least one interface (see col. figs. 4A and 4B). 

As to claim 5, Pearson teaches a system as in claim 1 wherein said plurality of 
operating mode positions correspond with a plurality of operating modes of said 
controller (see col. 10 lines 52 - 62). 

As to claim 6, Pearson teaches a system as in claim 1 wherein said controller 
has a plurality of operating modes that comprise modes selected from at least two of a 
blocking mode, a learning mode, a partially blocking mode, and a non-blocking mode 
(see col. 11 lines 8-21). 

As to claim 7, Pearson teaches a system as in claim 1 wherein said at least one 
interface mode adjustment switch has a firewall activated position and a firewall 
deactivated position (see col. 12 lines 26-43). 

As to claim 8, Pearson teaches a system as in claim 1 wherein said interface is 
coupled to said network via a connection selected from at least one of a high-speed 
communication connection, a digital subscriber line connection, a communications-unity 
antenna television connection, a satellite connection, a wireless connection, a 
broadband cable connection, analog connection, and an Internet connection (see fig. 2). 
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As to claim 9, krumel teaches a system as in claim 1 wherein said at least one 
interface mode adjustment switch is a switch selected from at least one of a toggle 
switch, a rotary switch, a push button switch, a rocker switch, a slide switch, and a 
keylock switch (see krumel col. 2 line 60 - col. 3 line 20). 

As to claim 10, Pearson teaches the method of claim 1 wherein said at least on 
interface mode adjustment switch is hardware-based (see col. 10 lines 52 - 63 and figs. 
4Aand4B). 

As to claim 1 1 , Pearson teaches a system as in claim 1 wherein said at least one 
interface mode adjustment switch is mounted in at least one of said at least one 
computer, said at least one interface, and at least one housing (see col. 10 lines 52 - 63 
and figs. 4A and 4B). 

As to claim 12, Pearson teaches a material content setting adjustment system 
comprising: 

at least one computer (see fig. 1 , Pearson discloses a computer in a connected 
to a network); 

at least one interface facilitating communication between said at least one 
computer and a network (see fig . 1 , Pearson discloses a computer in a connected to a 
network) 

at least one interface mode adjustment switch having a plurality of operating 
mode selections comprising a learning mode selection (see col. 1 lines 52 - 63 and figs 
4A and 4B, person discloses a user interface that displays set policies for different 



Application/Control Number: 10/605,474 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2457 

modes or levels of communications ); and a controller coupled to said at least one 
interface mode adjustment , having a plurality of operating mode selections, and 
selectively determining passage of material content between said at least one computer 
and said at least one interface in response to said plurality of operating mode selections 
wherein the learning mode the controller is able to reduce the security level for tasks 
without requiring a user to make adjustment in the interface (see col. 10 line 52 - col. 11 
line 20 , Pearson discloses user selectable buttons which determine the security level of 
communication in a network). Pearson does not explicitly teach the physical switch 
having a plurality of operating mode. However in the same endeavor, Krumel teaches a 
method and system for firewall/data protection filtering data packet, krumel teaches 
employing network devices that are configured and or reconfigured with relatively 
simple toggles or other physical switches. It would have been obvious to one of the 
ordinary skill in the art a the time of invention to include a physical switch as disclosed 
by krumel in Person's invention to remove the requirement for a user to be trained in 
sophisticated computer and network configuration (see krumel col. 2 line 60 - col. 3 line 
20). 

As to claim 13, Pearson teaches a system as in claim 12 wherein said at least 
one interface mode adjustment switch is software actuated (see col. 3 lines 52 - 67). 

As to claim 14, Pearson teaches a system as in claim 12 wherein said plurality of 
operating mode positions have an on screen representation (see figs. 4A and 4B). 
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As to claim15, Pearson teaches a system as in claim 12 wherein status of said at 
least one interface mode adjustment switch is continuously shown on said at least 
one computer desktop (see figs. 4A and 4B). 

Claims 1 6 -20 do not teach or define any new limitations above claims 1 -1 5 and 
therefore are rejected for similar reasons. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicants arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

In the remarks applicants argue in substance that: 

A) Pearson and Kumar Krumel fail to teach a controller selectively determining passage 
of material content between at least one computer and at least one interface in 
response to a position of at least one interface mode adjustment switch as in claim 1 . 

In response to A, Pearson teaches an interface through which a user is able to 
control the passage of data by selecting or adjusting a communication device, such as a 
firewall, security policy by using modification buttons. Each of these modification buttons 
represents a distinct level of computer security. Pearson discloses three distinct security 
policies, high, medium and low which are utilized to configure the firewall of the 
communication device that is connected to a local area network (see col. 10, line 39 - 
col. 11 ). Therefore the disclosure of Pearson's multiple security policy meets the scope 
of the claimed limitation. 

B) Pearson system cannot be combined with Krumel's real time data protection device. 
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In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071 , 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). 

C) Kumar fails to teach a controller selectively determining passage of material content 
between at least one computer and at least one interface in reponse to a position of at 
least one interface mode adjustment switch as in claim 1 . 

The examiner respectfully disagrees and in reply to that points out the 
following: 

Applicants arguments are not directed to the combination of the references and 
the arguments are directed to one reference at a time. In reply, the rejections are 
made under 103 in view of Pearson and Krumel. When reviewing a reference the 
applicants should remember that not only the specific teachings of a reference 
but also reasonable inferences which the artisan would have logically drawn 
therefrom may be properly evaluated in formulating a rejection. In re Preda, 401 
F. 2d 825, 159 USPQ 342 (CCPA 1968) and In re Shepard, 319 F. 2d 194, 138 
USPQ 148 (CCPA 1963). Skill in the art is presumed. In re Sovish, 769 F. 2d 
738, 226 USPQ 771 (Fed. Cir. 1985). Furthermore, artisans must be presumed 
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to know something about the art apart from what the references disclose. In re 
Jacoby, 309 F. 2d 513, 135 USPQ 317 (CCPA 1962). The conclusion of 
obviousness may be made from common knowledge and common sense 
of a person of ordinary skill in the art without any specific hint or suggestion in a 
particular reference. In re Bozek, 416 F.2d 1385, 163 USPQ 545 (CCPA 1969). 
Every reference relies to some extent on knowledge of persons skilled in the art 
To complement that which is disclosed therein. In re Bode, 550 F. 2d 656, 193 
USPQ 12 (CCPA 1977). 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SARGON N. NANO whose telephone number is 
(571)272-4007. The examiner can normally be reached on 8 hour. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571 ) 272-4001 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 

USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Sargon N Nano/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2457 
Nov. 8, 2008 



/LaShonda T Jacobs/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2457 



